1/13/71 


Dear Pual, 

iliis is intended as no re than reproach. It lias been more than long 
enough since I wrote yob. about several matters for response to have 
reached tie, even allowing for inordinate delays in the nail. With one 
it lias been close to three weeks* and that is a subject, rather subjects, 
in which the assumption of sore than casual interest on your part seems 
not unreasonable, I think it also is not unreasonable to feel that I went 
to some trouble, took some time, to inform you of what I then had no •wgsagy 
reason to ssume you knew,. 

fhat a did, and the extent to which X did, I think can not unreason- 
able be interpreted a ts a demonstration of continuong trust in you despite 
the differences that have coxae up between us, a trust you know others 
no longer have or display. 

x know as well as anyone what it is to be and stay busy, and I 
think I am as busy as anyone, including you, have been as long ar longer, 
find the effort to inform others at least as much an intrustion into 
work x want ot do as anyone else does or can. 

So, I think it hot expecting too much tc expect to hear from you 
within a reasonable time, when there is comment to add or when there are 
things co be aone. bsnec ially on the latter, where you now .Know that as 
a^result of what -*• iiave done you should get what you want both faster and 
ac less cost and under conditions which, whether or not you agree with 
my criticisms of what you did, reduce the trouble to which you offered 
to go. When you Were silent for so long after soliciting lengthy comment 
on your melonry, you know I resented it, I think not abnormally or 
unreasonably. 

If this is a new style you have adopted, please tell me and I'll be 
ginded by it. file last thing I want to do is waste any of the too-little 
time 1 have, i 

If it hap become you way with everyone, take an older mail’s unsolicited 
advice: nobody ibikes it, especially not when tensions and dsiagrements 
exist. So just are not blimt enough to say it. 

Sincerely, 



